Gaussian correlation inequality for centered convex sets
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1 F

1.1 Gaussian correlation A7FR & TSR

ATHZEL Ty = (2%)_%6_%|’3‘2 dz lER" LD n ZItIERDH L 5. n =200 FHER? k
D2ODERT DS =[-1L1]xR& Sy =Rx[-1,1]IZHLT, y(S1NS) ZEZX%. ZDk
% Fubini OFEH X D

Y(S1N82) = 7(S1)7(52) (1.1)

THDHZeDbn»b. TlES), S % & —OTRIESICH DX 7255, v(S1NS2) & v(S1)7(S2)
DEDOBEBRE L TEDESIRIEDNEZDZTHAI0? ZORWIZE L TS < Iicbhd % FHiiiE

Y(S1 N S2) < /7(S1)7(S2)

EWVWHIBDTHBL. IS NS s (i=1,2) TH2ZrHEDHEFAMEDSLEZHITHES.

— 7 CHiA = OFEMfE—BICEZ IR TE RV, EE S NS =0 & RBEAEE IR,
Y(S1NSy) =07 y(S1)V(S2) A0 72D 27DTHS. LihoT, ZORMZELY
572012 51, S I LT S NSy # 0 8ixd &5 REYIRFGEZRT Z e 0L 12 5. Gaussian
correlation FEFR (DI GCI & B&ED) (X AONFR (DU, BUSHFRE FES) 22D v 5 B0
TTHhUR, #HAZDFENKLT 2 2RI AEFATH 5.

Theorem 1.1 ([20], [21]). EEORFIZNES K1, Ko C R IH LT
(K1 N K2) > y(K1)v(K2). (1.2)

K1, Ko AMERMED R TR, KiNKe=087252 8D D2 DTRIC (1.2) FHZL
BN EERELTEL. /2 (1.1) TEEKMITR A Sy, So ERRMESLROT, (1.2) 13K
REAEXTH 5.

GCI 11X U ® Das Gupta et al.[10], Khatri[14], Sidak[23] 512 & » THONLICHFHANSLRTED,
Ko 8 Strip DR RHNITREINT WS, ZDHE n = 2 DIFET Pitt IT K o> TR I N, —fi%
RIEDGE B LTI, 2 < OEIMRMER 6, 9, 12, 13, 22, 24| 5 X 5N TE D, BREKMIC
'3 Royen 12 & o THRBIIERE NIz, £7Z D% Latala—Matlak[15] 12 &K o T X D *F-5 7% Royen
DFEADNEZ 5N TWVWS. X HICHIT Milman[17] 12 & - T, GCI OffiZBIEEAZ S 2 &h .
Milman OFEFHIZEB T 2 b FT LW AL, GCI & inverse Brascamp-Lieb &R & DB %2 F A
L, FaDLAENTIEA L7z symmetric inverse Brascamp-Lieb T35 [18] YRR ZFIFH L 7= Z
£ CT®%. Brascamp-Lieb FERICOVTORHMIZ 2,3 HlICTHENT 228, ZOFRFERIbL B

YEOREE L BRETHD. EEDHD o> 0MFELT, EED S1,8 CR™ICHLT
(81N S2) < (7(S1)7(S2))"

YIRET 2L, KT S1 =S5 = S DIHAIT 1(S) < 1(9)> 2185, 7 REERHEZDT a < L THFER SR
B, FEa=10rEIRE.



¥ R B A AIC B VTR - iR SN T EELED D D, MERORAERY - AT 72 A%
REAET2ARER e LTHSR TS (1, 2, 5, 25).

RPRGTHANT 24 OFGRIE Milman DFERICE(LZNbDTHD, GCIO—RLz 52
5. BAOFMREARRD 12DICRDELSZEATS. ATAESS CRYITHLT, yICB¥5H

TN p
— A
bar, (5) := /gx’y(S)

LEDS. LTS HIBBEETHIUL bar, (S) = 0 BN LD Z L Hbh 5. ROFRHA
FROEMERTH 5.

Theorem 1.2. '"MEH Ky, Ko C R" 23
bar, (K1) = bar,(K3) =0
AT E, (1.2) B DILD.
T EIZ BRI L 512 Ky, Ko DFHISHFFTHIUR
bar, (K1) = 0 = bar, (K>)

Zi72 3 DT, Theorem 1.213 Royen ® GCI Z &L, IENIRMESITN T 5 GCLIIRHIRIGE I
Szarek—Werner[24] %> Cordero-Erausquin[9] IZ X o T/RENTW S, £ KD —fRIZ bar, (K;) =
bary (K2) D T T®D (1.2) DAL Szarek-Werner IZ X o THRRENTWSRHETH D, HLc D
A [19] Tid Szarek—Werner DEZ HEMICHIRT 2 Z 2 IH ML T 5
%12, Theorem 1.2 TIEZODHEB L —DDHIE ~ IZX L TOADERE 5 2 7223, HEUHE
EEALHEITH L THARDERPBONS Z e 2dbR D, —RICIEEMFMTY S € R 23
BZonlt &, v TELO, HBITVIN S OIERfiz kT e T 5.

Theorem 1.3. Yo, %1,..., 5, € RV ZEMENHTHITH-TE) > 57! (i=1,...,m) %
Wi 3%. ¥K,...,K,CR"%

drys, .
bar.,. (K; ::/ x — =0, Vi=1,...,m
721( ) K 'YZi(Ki)

CRBZMERL TR Dk E

N A RVASH

2Im=2, ¥y =31 =Xy =id, DEHED Theorem 1.2 1T 3. /23y =2 =
Y =id, DFE, Ki,...,Kn #?«Tﬁﬂﬁ& f%ﬂ@@ﬁﬂiﬂwmm11#&m%mm
WM TCARBICHERINS., EBEZDZ X K, Ky BRHRMESTHIUR K N Ky bR ME
BeRHBZEDNHNED. —HTIENMBRIGEIXZDRD TIERW. 28RO K, Ky DYEL0D
MESTH->TH, KINKy DEDORMEEGTH S LIEBLRVWNLSLTHS. WZIZ Theorem
12205 (1.3) DME S 2EBH S TR,

EFRES) > S BRRTHE I HFERLTEL. ThbL, I > 37 Al
WIBEE (1.3) 13T LR W E SR T X .

Theorem 1.3 DFEAHIE Theorem 1.2 DFEAA & RKERNCF U TH % 72, AFHTIE Theorem
1.2 DFFHICOAE KR T 3.



1.2 Gaussian correlation AR L [FELRRIF

ATl GCT & FHi72 AT Y - HERGRAIVAEFX 2T 5. EEE, Royen XU Milman ¥ GCI
DMERRBNAEFRZER R T ZICE > T, GCIDiEHEZ L 2 72, — A TARTHRTIIENIIAE
REEHFERTZLIZE-T, GCIDAEAZE 2 5. & <IZ Milman & k4 OFEATIXXEILIRET
B2 symmetric inverse Brascamp-Lieb NEXZH 5 RUIFE U TH 223, EHERTAEFXDER
2%V RIZBWTA LEWSDH D Z L 2ilbRTHL.

BUFIZ Theorem 1.1 & FMERAFERXZ 2 D% T 5 !

(1) EEDIEAHE log-concave BAEL hy, he € LY (y) WK LT

/hlhgd’yZ/ hld’y/ hso dry. (1.4)
R’VL n n

Z ZTR" EDOIEAMEREEL h 23 log-concave TH 2 £ 1F, —logh: R" - RU {oo} AAR" L
Tconvex TH2 I L EHEKT 5.
(2) EEDOIEMEMFITH S € R ¥ (Xq,...,X,) ~ N(0,%) &R 2HERER X1,..., X,
n=mni+ne %% n;,ny € NIZXLT
P(max|X|<1>2P<max |X|<1>JP’< max |X¢§1>. (1.5)
1<i<n 1<i<nq n1+1<i<n

Do FEEE IO W TR AREEIHE LT ISR 2. 3 (1.4) IZBWT h; = 1, 234U, (1.2)
PHES ZEWEZITOD S, I (1.2) 25 (1.4) DHES Z i,

LéWMhﬂh::/mi/wVGﬁl>S}m{h2>tpchﬁ

// ({h1 > s}) ({h2>t})dsdt:/nhldfy/Rnhgdy

R PV
—75C (L.5) &

TSR 2 (SR xR )y (87 R 1))

CRMEZR DT, & <IC(1.2) OFIRIGE L ARES. RIZRIC (1.5) 25 (1.2) DA OBZEZ 7R~
3. FIHEYIELUC X D Ky, Ky ZR#R7 polytope & LT XV, &

Ki=({z eR" : |(z,u)| <1}, Fuy; € R"\ {0}
j=1
L, WO T7 UHERNT MLV X ~ N(0,id,) I LT X = (X, ;) (1< <Ny O E
i=122j=4, Ni+1<j7/<Ni+NoDEZFi=2»Dj=75—N) 3L, (1.2)13H
2 IFEMEMFMTE] S € RMFN2 12x0f5 % (1.5) L HEZLRY 5. (EROIEAMENFM TN IEMESFT
N X - GEMEN 2 DT, fRF (1.5) 225 (1.2) S Ze b b.

DL T Royen @ GCI & A% F5R% 2 D5 2 7. ARPRETIEIRICHNZFRTH % (14) &
EAZEEAS 5. X D BEAIIZ Theorem 1.2 Z/R$720121F, ROTREZ RBIE T TH 5.
Theorem 1.4. {EEDIEATHE log-concave BIEL hq, ha € L1(y) TH - T,

hidy hody

T——— — xT =
R fR” hl d'}’ Rn fR" h2 d"y
¥ 72 % BT LT (1.4) DS D 375



L oFGER & [FIBRIC by == 1k, & 34U Theorem 1.2 2 X 5.

REILETIE Theorem 1.4 238 D X SRS NS 02 i3 5. FHZEERIEERIL symmetric
inverse Brascamp-Lieb N ERTH 2. ZONFREREZEATZI1IH/->T, %3 Brascamp Lieb
1ER & inverse Brascamp-Lieb NEXN D X 5 BAEXTH 202417 5.

2 Brascamp-Lieb A% ¥ inverse Brascamp—Lieb A~FT

2.1 Brascamp-Lieb 7FT
Brascamp-Lieb AERXE RN 2 72DI2WL OHh Dl 52 HET 3.
e m € N B OfE.
® ny,...,nm, N € N ZEHDRIT.
e ci,....c;m € R\ {0} : BEL.
e B :RN - R™, i=1,...,m: fRIEEH.
o Q c RVXN  WFrT5.

F7B=(B)",,c= ()", £HHDbFTILIZTE. 2Dt Z=21l(B,c, Q) % Brascamp-Lieb
7—& (KL LTBL7T—%) X, & BL 7 =& LT, Brascamp-Lieb ~NER & IZXD
AERZRT !

m m

(Qw,z) (B p\Ci
/RNe 1 fi(Biz)* dx < BL(B, ¢, Q)H(/R

fida:i> , Vfie LL(R™). (2.1)
i=1 =1

ZZT
LY (R™) = {f e LY(R") :
Rn
L, BL(B,c,Q) € (0,00] 1% (2.1) Zii/- THREERE T5. AL I TH325,

BL(B,c,Q):= sup BL(B,c,Q;f), BL(B,c, Q;f):= Ja e m Hiz 7 g;) =~
€Ll (R™) [T (Jan, fidoi)

EHHbES. ZITE = (f;)", £ L7. L& BL(B,c, Q) % Brascamp—Lieb E& (M3 L T
BLER) IR

LT 2 Brascamp—Lieb NERDEAKFZ BN 2Z. b o & b HARE . U TiHDIT Holder ~E
RZHNT 5.
Example 2.1 (Holder 75R). m =2, BEEN7zn e NIZHLTny =ng =N :=n,p € (1,00)
L Teri=g, 0= =11, Bi=By:=id, :R* 2 R", Q:=02F 3. ZOLZ(21)F

p’ p

fdx >0, f>0}, neN

1
o

A fl(x)%fg(a;)ida:gBL(B,c,Q) (/R flda:>p(/R fgd:t)p, Vfi, f2 € LL(R™)  (2.2)
ehb. 2T h = f7i=1,2 8 LTHED#Z UL (2.2) 1&

| huhade < BL(B.c, @)l 1l s



&b, Holder NERDIVICTR 2 Z DR TE 5. Holder NMEXRDEEERIZ 1 KRDT
BL(B,c,Q) =1
THD, B2 fi = fo=e 7" 3hUE (2.2) DHEEIKLT 3.
b 5 —D R DML 72 ARG 2 LT, Loomis-Whitney FERZHENF 3

Example 2.2 (Loomis-Whitney 75 3). Loomis-Whitney ~NER L IIXDFEXTH 5  (EE
DOA[IEAR E C R I LT

- 1
B <[] [P (E)[=T. (2.3)
i=1

T | @BAR=FHIEL L, R" NOEEREKe;,...,e, CHLTP, :R" 5 ef ~R" 1 %
L«@L e 35,
Loomis-Whitney T%Jﬁ% (2. ) FHIE
1
= n—1>

c=npi=n—1,c=--=¢p

K7D RDOBLT—X%EEZS. m=N:=n,n =
B; : Pl Q=035 O (21)&

fi da:i> ﬁ , Vfie LL®R") (2.4)

/Hf Pw)" ' dz < BL(B,c, Q)H(/IR

- =
|E| < /Rnnlpe%(E) (pe#x)” dx
< BL(B,c, Q) (/
L

LY, EEE M T UL Loomis—Whitney TR (2.3) O ES. &RIZBL(B,c,Q)=1%
MR T AUL (2.3) 2185, FIE, (24) OBRBEHI1ITHSZePHSNTVWEDT,

BL(B,c,Q) =1
DIED I, BT fr=--= fr=c " LFIE (24) DEEDHKIT 3.

M ETBIFAFEAXIN DD TEXDHE LT Young DEAAAREDNH S, Z ZTIEZ
DFFHFARANIRNDY, JHER L D Brascamp-Lieb[7] D (2.1) 2% X 2 83 Young DB AAANERN
DRREBERDZ L THZ e ZERELTHEL (Young D REBIXIZIZFIRHIC Beckner[4]
WEoTHEZLNTWS) . T (2.1) Ol UTEFRICH T % hypercontractivity 2315
NTW3 [16]. FHCZOBNE QA0 2HITH 5.

ETH LRz X 512 Brascamp-Lieb DG X TOE## I Young DB AAANEXD R EIE
BERD 2B ZeI2dH o 7. [FFRIC Brascamp-Lieb N5 (2.1) 1B 2 b o & & HARRY 2 BEIX
BLE# BL(B,c, Q) 2k 2 Thb. ZOMBEICEHL T, Examples 2.1, 2.2 Z AW L THA
5L, WFNOBAIC BT FEE OBEREII A Y > 7 S CERI ATV &)l
12, Lieb[16] 1Z BL @8 %R D 2 IIIMIRA TS 7 R ITZHZEZ NI T THS I 2Rl

Theorem 2.3 ([16]). (B,c,Q) %, c1,...,¢n >0, Q< 02X 22BLT7T—&X235. ZOL =

n—1

n—1

1Pe; (E) d.%'2>

n—1

= BL(B,c, Q) [[IP.. (B)[*
=1

BL(B, c, Q) = BLg(B, ¢, Q) (2.5)

2RHFMTH AC R B A>0(A>0) THBI L%, EED xR\ {0} KNLT (Az,z) > 0 ((Az,z) > 0)
r¥5.




(Y
o)

DR DIID. Z

BLg(B,c,Q):= sup BL(B,c,Q;94,,---,94,,)
AiERnixni
A;>0

v U, EfERFTH A € RIS LT ga(a) = e 2400) ¢ L7z,
Lieb OEMII BLEBZ KD 2 5 A TIFEICHNER 125, FEE, (25) 0HLED 2 FIZ

det (27 (Z;nil CiAi — 29)71)
Blg(B,c, Q) =  sup

A;€R™ X H:il(det 27’['A;1>Ci
A;>0

CEEZTELZebhD, ORAARXTORECHEICRESINS. FEBEQ=0DHAICE
WT, (2.6) Z5tRET27D07 LT Y XLRFREELRED Garg et al.[11] IZ X o THXRS AT W
5. £7-:Q=0DHEICHB VT, Lieb DEM %@L TBLEKDVERL 2% BL 77— X ORE+S
G, BEU(21) OFBERD DD BL 7 — X DB+ 735072 ¥ 5 Bennett et al.[5] 1IZ & -
THRLATVS.

(2.6)

2.2 Inverse Brascamp—Lieb 7FZ{

Hiffi T3 Brascamp-Lieb A5 & Lieb OEFHUITOWTHMN L7z, AHITIE (2.1) LHHZ D
AEHXTH % inverse Brascamp-Lieb NERZHIT 3 5. BL7T—X (B,c, Q) BE5EALNE &,
inverse Brascamp-Lieb FEFX L IZRDAEFEXZIET ¢

m

/ e(Qx,z) H fl(BZ:L‘)CZ dr > I(B,C, Q) H (
RN i=1

=1

fi dl’z> , Vfi e L}F(Rm). (27)
R™i

ZZTIB,c, Q) €[0,00] & (2.7) Zifi/- T HREERE T5. FMLZLTH2,

I(B,c,Q):= inf BL(B,c, 9;f)
fi€LY (R™)
LHoby s, Hiffi £ [FAkIZ, inverse Brascamp-Lieb A ERIZZ  DAERE ZDEMAF L LT
Etr. BARINIZIE reverse Holder 1T, reverse Young £33, reverse hypercontractivity 72 &
BEFOLNS.

Inverse Brascamp-Lieb A% 31X 13 U ® Chen-Dafnis—Paouris[8] IZ &> TEHE XN, ZDHK
Barthe-Wolff[3] {T & o TIHRRIVZ GRS Nz, & < IZ Barthe-Wolff 1Z inverse Brascamp—
Lieb AERICH 1T % Lieb OEHOMNEY 25 2 72, ZNEBRZ 72DV D0 DL S5 2 EA
T5.

®ci, o BEHICHIEZ L Z8ICE2T, mpeNZce,...,¢m, >0>Cmyq1s---,Cm
&35

e B, :=(Biy,...,Bp, ) : RN - P R
e 57(Q) : Q DADEHEDEL.
M EDEEDT, ROEED Barthe- Wolff IZK o T/REINTWS.



Theorem 2.4 ([3]). (B,c, Q) %,

Q|kerB+ < 07 (28)
m4
N>s(Q+)> n (2.9)
=1
iz S BLT—&Re 35, ZOL X
I(B,c, Q) =1g(B,c, Q) (2.10)
MK DIID., T T
I(B,c,Q):= inf BL(B,c,Q;94,,---,94,,)-
AiGRniX"i
A;>0

Lieb OEHOERICHNT=D & FFLIZ, (2.10) IF inverse Brascamp-Lieb A& XD & REH %
KD BBITIEF I TH B, & (2.8) & (2.9) 1I2WT, — RTINS DEMEENTZ X
TERVWIEDHHNTED, Barthe-Wolff DIFB(LIEMF L FHINT WS, EE (2.8) 23D 377
TVGA,

0=1(B,c, Q) <Iz(B,c,Q) =0

ERDGEDDHDL. LPLBREOLWVWDZDOHRBEZ 201E B OEFHICE > TOARES Z
¥ % Barthe- Wolff I & o T/RENT WS, —FTHM (2.9) 2hile T RWIGE, ROFEXIK
DIDZ DD .

inf BL(B,c,Q;0a1. 415 Jam,Am) < Ig(B,c, Q) € [0, 00]. (2.11)
A ER™ XM A, >0
a; ER™i

T CIEERFMTH A € RN ¥ q € RMISH LT, Goula) = e 2AE-ae—a) v Ui Fhbb
& (2.9) BIEMMA Y > 7 U AR EERZED LT RNEBRT 270 DM 252 5. RENC
TH 4 1F Barthe-Wolff D IEBILSEM: (2.8), (2.9) ZRE LW DL, BEX 2B 7 A %2H
DS 0 DBIBUCHIR T2 Z & T (2.10) U D LD Z e BibN . FRZIERNMA Y > 7 ¥ OELIE
0 TRV (2.11) DRI RFDFREICB VT HHFRETNS.

3 Symmetric inverse Brascamp—Lieb A7

ZOHITIXIZ T HIZ, 78 GCI A3 inverse Brascamp-Lieb AR & B# L T\ 5 D9 % bR 7=
HeT, EBRICGCIZ/RT 5 2 TRE L 72 % symmetric inverse Brascamp-Lieb N ER 24813
%. %3 Theorem 1.2 Z/R 5729121 Theorem 1.4 Z/R_BIX T+ ThozZ e ZEVHT. &<
I fi=hie 2P (1=1,2) YRDIEZAUS, (1.4) 1%

/neézzflfQ dz > (271')_% /n fidx fodx (3'1)

Rn
72D, inverse Brascamp-Lieb FNERDIBIZHR > TR Zehbrd. EEBLT—XE LT
m=2, ni=ny=N=mn, cg=co=1, B;=By=id,, Q:%idn (3.2)
L3R, (2.7) IXERER D 2 AT AU (3.1) DIBICR D, R LERETANEZAE, (3.1) B0

T fi DMEEOBEETIE L, fie%HQ 23 log-concave 222 [pn, fidr; =0 L2 2BBTHZ LT
Ho5. FEBfICFD LS RIEERFRZZFIUE, BL 7—X (3.2) HIET 3 (2.7) DI EEFX



I(B,c,Q)=0%72%. WZRIT(3.1) & (2.7) 2oRLIWGE, ZEX5B8 f; 07 F A %2@EYNC
HBR L2z o zwvw. — AT 7 7 A %2R L 725512 Barthe-Wolff 12 & % Lieb DE
B (2.10) DD ZONIH S TIER Y. ZOHITHAN 2T 4 DFERIE, BEYREED 2 7 T
HAUX Lieb DEFBRIED DO e 2R L7228 TH 5.

X D BARMICER A DFERZ DR DB 72DV O DHEE, RUGESEZEAT 5. IEEMENIMT
G >0 BB f:R" — [0,00) IZX LT, f 7% G-uniformly log-concave & I, é MR BT
log-concave TH2 Z L LiEDS. £ LIC f e C?(R") THIUE, Z4ud V3(—logf) > G ICFIE
TH3. 122213 (3.1) BIFBBIC f; = hie 2 2 LCBIBOWMD 2 21772205, ZOLED f;
I id,,-uniformly log-concave TH 5. Fz—MiZ, EMEXNFTI A c RV IZHLTA-G >0
LFEA>G L) THDZ X gy D G-uniformly log-concave & 725 Z L IZ[EfETH 5.

X HIZ ]:((;0) (R") 12 & 2T, G-uniformly log-concave 22 D&/ 0 ¥ 7% % L1 (R") BIgiRkr £
TILIZT B, Thbb

fc(;o) (R™) := { f € LL(R") : f is G-uniformly log-concave with bar(f) := x Jdv =0;.
Rn» fRn f dx

a2 DBEADIROREBEB =R Z 2 Th 5.

Definition 3.1. (B,c, Q) Z BL7—& &3 5. £/ G; € R ZIEAEMNIMTY] i =1,...,m)
L, G:=(G)m, e»l. ¥/

1¥(B,c,Q) := inf BL(B,c, Q;f),
fiefgy (R™4)
bar(f;)=0
IgG(B,C, Q) e AL %}fon BL(Ba c, Q?gAu e 7gAm)'
ZEiZGi

PEDD Y, RBFEADHEERTHERTHD, i DREICBIT S Lieb DEHTH 3.

Theorem 3.2. (B,c,Q) %, ci,...,cn >08R2BLT—&35. £/ G; € RW<" 2JEH
ERFMTH (G=1,...,m) €35, TDE=x

1¢(B, ¢, Q) = Igq (B, c, Q). (3.3)

Theorem 3.2 1ZF 4 DLIFTOWSE [18] ICBWTHAIAR BL 7 —& & G O N CREFAX 17z, [18] T
% Blaschke-Santalé ~ER & FEHXN 2 R Z DA EL N N ZD— b % 5 2 % 72912 Theorem
322X Nz, Z D% Milman[17] 12 & > T—#%®D G IiZxf LT (3.3) 2FEHE 1, GCI DHIGE
BADI G 2 57z, Theorem 3.2 13 26 DT (18, 17 DEHLHLDFIREBFA TV S.

12T Theorem 3.2 DFFIIZ DWW TR fEF 23k A 5. GEHICBWTEELZHHIIRTH S .
b LD DM f; € FY BEELTILY (B.c, Q) = BL(B, ¢, O;f) M 1T, HED ke NIC
XLT

2k
kng

——
1 (B¢, Q) = BL(B,c, @2 7 £29(25)), ) =Tixr v,

kn;

B TL0. T OIE I E FIICERD 5 &, BHCHDIREI L D k — co 2 LT25 £2)(23)
WP BRI H TS 7 > EITPNRT 2 DT,

k

oo (B.c, Q) > I¢(B,c, Q) = lim BL(B,c, Q;2 2 £7(27)) = BL(B, ¢, ;) > L (B,c, Q)
—00

rib, (33) %25,



4 Gaussian correlation A2, DA

%12 Theorem 1.2 3 D X 512 LT Theorem 3.2 2> 5E N2 02 %43/ 3 5. Theorem 1.3
HIRE RIS L TREN DD, ZDrElT AT 5.

F 3L DHEE Theorem 1.4 27RT 28 THolz. S HIZIHTHHBARZ KL 51, Theorem
1.4 1 HMEE D id,-uniformly log-concave B f1, fo T o T bar(f1) = bar(f2) = 0 & 72 2 BEUC
LT BL)DBERDVDZEZAETHoF. AL THDH,

/neéxIQflfQ do > (2m)”% /Rn fdo | fado, Vit e F (R (4.1)

PREIETS7THS. —T Theorem 3.2 XD F A IR ZH > TWVW5 .

/ 8%‘$|2f1f2 dx > IgG (B,C, Q)/R fidx A fodx, Vfi,fo€ ]:1(d0,)L (R”)
ZZTBL7—%(B,c,Q)Z(32) THEAHNHDTHY, G;=id, (i=1,2) TH%. £oT
Ig.(B,c, Q) = (2m)"2 (4.2)
BRI, SR B, EHE (42) 1LERSBROLEY AETH 5.
Lemma 4.1. {EEDIEEXNTMTA] A1, Ay > id, IR LT

detAidetAs S detid,, detid,,

=1
det(A; + Ay —id,) — det(idy, + idy, — idy,)

Lemma 4.1 X BHZARARBORE L U TEHEEWIHRINS Z b 5. @ ZIZ Theorem
1.2 REN 3.
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